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him if he had made up his mind as to vvhe- 
ther you should perform the operation at his
own house or not. The young man told me,
in the presence of two other individuals, that
Mr. Elliot had told him he could cure him
without cutting, that there were two stones
in his bladder, and- that lie would surely die
if he allowed himself to be operated on; and
that Mr. Elliot read a statement to him, by
which it appeared that seven out of eight
persons operated on died. I remain, Sir,
yours very truly,

TAYLOR H. MORRISON.
To ’Vm. Reeves, Esq., Surgeon, &c.

TAYLOR H. MORRISON.

CORRESPONDENTS.
To the Editor.&mdash;Sir, Can a medical man

legally charge for medicine and attendance ?
Having summoned a patient to the Court of
Requests for refusing to pay his account, in
which among other items was a charge of
10s. for a night visit, and 2s. 6d. for medi-
cine supplied in consequence of that visit, I
was informed by one of the commissioners
that a charge for the visit could not be al-
lowed, if a separate charge was made in the
bill for medicine, and that under and by
virtue of a recent Act of Parliament. As I

very much doubt the legality of this decision,
may I beg you will take an early opportu-
nity of satisfying my doubts. Your obedient
servant, 0. P. Q. &mdash; &midast;&midast;&midast; The commissioner
was wrong. It was distinctly laid down by
Lord Tenterden, in the case of Handey and
Henson, that distinct charges might be made
by a legally-qualified practitioner for visits,
or attendance, and medicines.-ED. L.

Drury.&mdash;We know nothing of the pecu-
niary arrangements of the parties, and they
cannot constitute a matter of public interest.
We believe that Mr. W. is a worthy person,
and regret that he should at last have put his
foot into such a graveyard. The green sod

ought not to deceive him. The dissolution
of all bodies in that soil is rapidly effected.
Even metallic ones speedily dissolve there,
and leave not a trace of them behind, to gra-
tify the inquiring eye of the exhumator. If
our correspondent feels assured that his
friend has become a " victim, why not

apply to him personally ? We cannot dis-
cuss the affair in our columns. The man of
Manchester is awake.

Q may consult &laquo; Jervis on the Office of
Coroner." The Counties-Palatine act under
specific regulations in elections to the office
of coroner, these being in variance with the
general law on the subject.
To the Editor.-Sir, When called upon to
make a post-mortem examination of a body
admitted into a hospital after death, and to
give evidence upon it at an inquest, is the
house-surgeon of that hospital, he being the
examiner and witness, entitled to any fee for

his trouble and attendance ; and What is the
legal amount of that fee ? I am, Sir, your
obedient servant, A CONSTANT READER.-

Provided it has been made in conformity
with the provisions of the Medical-Witnesses’
Act, he is entitled to the highest fee for the
examination and the attendance at the in-
quest, the law awarding as that fee the sum
of two guineas. The claim does not extend
to cases in which the death has taken place
in the hospital, the party having been a
patient in that institution.&mdash;ED. L.
We have received so many letters on the

subject of the communication inserted last
week at p. 817, on the practice of surgery in
England, by persons who do not possess the
documentary papers called " Surgical Di-
plomas," that it is impossible to find place
for a fourth part of them. The question,
therefore, which has already been repeatedly
and most fully discussed by correspondents
in this Journal, must rest at ease between
this and the next session of Parliament.

Scrutatol.&mdash;If Mr. Cornelius Fletcher is

only a druggist, and not a legally-qualified
medical practitioner, the coroner (although
that functionary might ask him questions,
after any fashion, and receive his evidence,
on any branch of medicine or chemistry,)
could not charge the county funds with the
fee under the Medical Witnesses’ Act, on
account of that evidence, without being
guilty of an error which he is very unlikely
to have committed. In the report sent, there
is certainly no question recorded which the
witness might not have been competent to
answer correctly.

Question.&mdash;I received a coroner’s order to
make a post-mortem examination and give
evidence, next day, which I accordingly did.
The coroner requiring other witnesses ad-
journed to another day, and ordered me to
be again present. I was, and underwent
another examination. In that case was I
entitled to more than two guineas?&mdash;Ans. No.

Creta sends his letter on the day that we
go to press. Such criticisms should follow
immediately the appearance of the things
criticised, or the effervescence departs ; and
the draught would be flat champagne next
week on the palates of our readers.

Veritas, next week.&mdash;For very many let-
ters which have reached us recently we have
not vet been able to find room.
Mr. Gibson.&mdash;The cases are not sufficiently

important for publication.
Mr. Bradley should address himself to

Dr. Watson at the Middlesex Hospital, or to
Dr. Taylor at University College Hospital.

Erratitm.&mdash;" Mr. Gulliver on the Blood
Corpuscles of the Ibex."-In the last LANCET,
p. 831, these corpuscles are said to be " in-
termediate in size between the corpuscles of
the goat and those of the ibex;" for which
read that they are-intermediate in size be-
tween the corpuscles of the goat and those of
the musk deer.


